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Borough of 
STRATFORD-UPON-AVON. 


At a Meeting of the Council held 
at the Guildhall in the said Borough, 
on the 2nd day of May, 1836, two-thirds 
of the whole number of the Council being 
then and there present :-— 

In pursuance of the power given 
to them for that purpose, by an Act passed 
wn the Sth and 6th year of the Reign of 
Is Majesty King William the Ath, inti- 
tuled “ An Act to provide for the regulation 
of Municipal Corporations in England and 
Wales,” the Council of the said Borough 
have ordained, made, and declared the 
following Bye-Laws, for the regulation of 
the Council, and also for the good rule and 
government of the Borough, and for preven- 
icon and suppression of all nuisances within 
the said Borough, and have appointed the 
undermentioned Fines, which the Council 
deem necessary for the prevention and sup- 
pression of such offences. 
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Bye-"Laws for the regulation of 


the Council. 


1—THAT every person duly qualified who 
shall be elected to the Office of Mayor, Alderman, 
Councillor, Auditor, or Assessor, and shall not accept 
such Office within five days after notice of his election, 
shall pay as follows, that is to say, 


Every person elected to the Office of Mayor, a fine 
of £50. 

Every person elected to the Office of Alderman, a 
fine of £30. 

Every person elected to the Office of Councillor, a 
fine of £25, 

Every person elected to the Office of Auditor or 
Assessor, a fine of £20. 


2.—THAT every Member of the Council who 
shall absent himself from three successive Council 
Meetings, unless in case of illness, or for other sufti- 
cient cause to be allowed by the majority of the 
Council at their then next Meeting, shall pay a fine 
of 20s. 


3.—THAT every Member who shall withdraw 
himself or depart from any Council Meeting, without 
the special licence of the Mayor or Chairman, shall 
pay a fine of 5s. 
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Bye=Laws for the government 
of the Borough. 


1—THAT any person who shall at any time run 
or draw any Wheelbarrow, Handbarrow, Handcart, 
Truck, or Sledge, or any single Wheel of any Car- 
riage apart therefrom, or shall roll or carry any Cask, 
Tub, Ladder, or Pole, along the Foot-path in any 
Street or Public way, or shall leave the same in any 
part of such Street or Public way for a longer time 
than a quarter of an hour, shall pay a fine of 2s. 6d. 


AND that the owner or owners of any such 
Wheelbarrow, Handbarrow, Handcart, Truck, Sledge, 
or single Wheel, Cask, Tub, Ladder, or Pole, as 
shall be used contrary to this regulation, shali be 
liable to the said fine, whether so used by himself 
or themselves or not, unless in the latter case he or 
they shall, on application, produce the person or per- 
sons actually offending, or give information where he 
or they shall be found, and also give and deliver in 
his or their respective christian and surnames. 


2.—THAT every person who shall run, draw, 
drive, push, conyey, carry, guide, or direct any wheeled 
vehicle of any description, except for the purpose of 
drawing Children, Invalids, or infirm persons; or shall 
bowi or trundle any Hoop; or shall spin any Top; or 
shall ride, lead, drive, or fasten any Horse or other 
Beast upon any Footpath, shall pay a fine of ls. 
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3.—THAT every person who shall throw, cast, 
bowl, roll, push, or place any pebble, stone, brick, or 
other substance, matter, or thing, upon or along any 
Footpath; or slide or glide, or make any glide or 
slide upon any Footpath or Carriage-way ; shall pay 
a fine of Ls, 


4.—THAT every person who shall suffer Snow 
to remain in the day-time on the Footpath before 
his or her house or premises, for the space of one 
hour after receiving notice from the Surveyors of the 
Highways, or any Constable of the Borough, to clear 
the same away, shall pay a fine of Is. 


5.— THAT the occupier of every house shall 
sweep and clean the Footway before his premises, 
and shall previously sprinkle the same with water 
so as to prevent dust arising by such sweeping, (except 
only in time of hard frost,) and in default thereof, 
shall pay a fine of 1s. 


6.—THAT every Chimney-sweeper who shall 
walk on the Footpath in his working dress, or (walking 
on such Footpath) carry a Soot bag, Brush, or other 
Implement of his Trade, after the hour of seven o’clock 
in the morning, shall pay a fine of ls. 


7—THAT every person who shall suffer any 
Awning, Blind, Shade or other thing in front of his 
house or shop, to hang in any part lower than 6 feet 
from the Footpath; or shall suffer any Carcass or part 
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of a Carcass to hang over any part of the Footpath; 
or shall carry or exhibit upon the Footpath any Pla- 
card or Advertisement upon Boards, Poles, or Sticks, 
shall pay a fine of Is. 


8—.THAT every person who shall keep standing 
any Carriage or Vehicle upon any Foot-crossing in 
any Street or Public way for a longer time than is 
requisite for setting down or taking up any passengers 
or goods, shall pay a fine of Ls. 


9—THAT every person who shall leave any 
Cart, Market-Cart, Waggon, or other such Vehicle, 
standing in any Street or Public way, (except in such 
places as shall be appointed by the Mayor,) either 
with or without horses, or with or without any one 
attending the same longer than may be necessary for 
loading or unloading, (except in cases of accident, 
and in such cases for a longer time than may be 
necessary to remove the same,) or in any case shall 
place the same across or athwart the Road in loading 
or unloading, or otherwise than as near the Footpath 
as may be; or shall shoot or place any Coals on any 
part of the Road in unloading or otherwise, shall pay 
a fine of Is. 


10.— THAT every person who shall put or place 
out, or cause to be put or placed out any Night-soil, Dung, 
Manure, Soot, Ashes, Cinders, or other offensive mat- 
ter in any Street or Public way, except between the 
hours of 10 at night and 8 in the morning, from Lady- 
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day to Michaelmas, and between 10 at night and 9 in 
the morning, from Michaelmas to Lady-day.; or shall 
use any waggon, cart, or other vehicle for the purpose 
of removing such Night-soil, Dung, Manure,- Soot, 
Ashes, Cinders or other offensive matter, except within 
the times herein before stated, or shall within such 
time leave any such vehicle or offensive matter without 
putting up proper lights to shew the same, shall pay 
a fine of 2s. 6d. 

AND the Surveyor of the Highways, or any 
Constable of the Borough shall have power to remove 
every such vehicle which he may find standing in any 
Street or Public way, and to keep and detain the same till 
demanded by the owner, against whom the said Sur- 


veyor or Constable shall and may proceed to recover 
the. said fine. 


11—THAT every person who shall drive or 
lead any Horse for the purpose of exercise, with or 
without bridle or halter, or shall parade any Stallion 
in any Street or Public way, (except in such places 
as shall be appointed by the Mayor,) or shall use any 
Carriage whatsoever therein, for the purpose of train- 
ing, breaking in, exercising, or exhibiting any Horse 
or other Beast therein, shall pay a fine of 2s. 6d. 
AND that the owner or owners of any such Carriage, 
Horses or other Beasts, shall be liable to the said fine, 
unless pe or they shall produce the person or persons ac- 
tually offending, or give information where he or they 
shall be found, and his and their christian and surnames. 
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12—THAT every person who shall feed Horses 
of any kind, or any other Beasts or Cattle, in any 
Street or Public way, except by hand in passing to 
and fro, shall pay a fine of Is. 


13.—THAT every person who shall write, 
paint, place, or designate any obscene, immoral, or 
offensive word, picture, or representation upon any 
place, matter, or thing, so as to be visible or legible 
in any Street or Public way, shall pay a fine of 2s. 6d. 


14—-THAT every person who shall wash or 
clean any Carriage or other Vehicle, or any Horse 
or other Beast, in any Street or Public way, after 


9 o’clock in the morning, shall pay a fine of Is, 


15.—THAT every person who shall stick up 
or permanently place any posting or other Bill, 
Placard, or Notice; or shall write, paint, place, or 
designate any letter, word, picture, or representation, 
or other matter against or upon any public building, 
or upon or against any private property or premises, 
without the consent of the owner or occupier thereof, 
shall pay a fine of Is. 


16.—THAT every person who shall hereafter 
put or set up any Bow Window, Sign Board, Sign 
Post, Show Board, Pales, Rails, Grate, Step, Scra- 
per, or other thing whatsoever, so as in any manner 
to project into or upon any Street or Public way, 
shall pay a fine of 5s, 
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17.—THAT every person who shall use any 
Buckets, Tubs, or any other vessel for the purpose 
of carrying through any Street or Public way, any 
Hog’s wash, or other Refuse whatsoever, except be- 
tween 10 o’clock at night and 9 in the morning, or 
shall not have such buckets, tubs, or other vessels 
when so carried properly covered, shall pay a fine 
of Is. 


18.—THAT every person intending to build; 
in or by the side of any Street or Public way, shall 
give seven days notice at the least, in writing, to 
the Surveyor of the Highways, before such Building 
shall be commenced, and shall, before the commence- 
ment of such Building, fence off and enclose the 
ground opposite the same in such manner as the 
Surveyor of the Highways shall direct, and also put 
up proper lights at night to shew such fence; and 
in case such person shall not give such notice, or 
shall not fence off such ground, or put up such lights 
in manner aforesaid, he shall pay a fine of £1. 


19.—THAT every person who shall lay or 
place, cr cause to be laid or placed, any Bricks, Tiles, 
Slates, Lime, Mortar, Timber, Stone, Lead, Hay, 
Straw, Rubbish, or other matter, in any Street or 
Public way, and shall suffer the same to remain for 
the space of one hour, shall pay a fine of Is. 


20—THAT every person who shall suffer any 
water, filth, dirt, or other offensive matter ‘to run 
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or flow into or upon any Street or Public way, from 
any house, building, or premises adjacent thereto; 
or shall throw any dead animal, offal, or blood into 
any Street or Public way, shall pay a fine of ls. 


21.—THAT every person who shall sufier any 
coal-hole, vault, or cellar, opening into any Street 
or Public way, to be and remain open for any longer 
time than is actually necessary for depositing or re- 
moving coals or goods therein or therefrom, or sliall 
not at all times well and effectually fasten and secure 
the door or lid of such coal-hcle, vault, or cellar; 
or shall leave any door, gate, casement, grating, win- 
dow, or window shutter on the ground floor open, 
so as to project into any Street or Public way, 
shall pay a fine of 2s. 6d. 


22—THAT the water from the tops or roofs 
of all houses and other buildings, bulk heads, shop 
fronts, and projecting eaves, shall, if not carried into 
private cisterns or reservoirs, be conveyed down the 
front or sides of such buildings, and underneath the 
footways into the sewers, channels, or drains, within 
one month after notice to that effect shall have been 
given, by order of the Council or the Surveyor of 
the Highways, to the occupier or owner of such pre- 
mises, and every person offending therein, shall pay 
a fine of 5s. 


23.—T HAT every person who shall kill, 
slaughter, singe, scald, burn, dress, or cut up any: 
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Animal in any Street or Public way, shall pay a 
fine of Ls, 


24.—THAT every person who shall wilfully 
break, throw down, displace, or damage any Lamp- 
post or Lamp-iron, or any Lamp or Lamps used for 
the purpose of lighting any Street or Public way, or 
shall wilfully extinguish or interfere with the said 
Lamps or Lights, shall pay a fine of 2s. 6d. for every 
Lamp-post, Lamp-iron, or Lamp so broken, thrown 
down, displaced, or damaged, or wilfully extinguished 
or interfered with, over and above the injury done 
thereby. 


25.—THAT every person who shall hoop, fire, 
cleanse, wash, or scald any Cask or Tub; or shall 
hew, saw, cut, or bore any Stone, Wood or Timber; 
or shall make or repair any carriage; or shall shoe, 
bleed, or farry any Horse or cther Beast, in any 
Street or Public way, shall pay a fine of Is. 


26.—THAT every person who shall kill or 
slaughter any Animal in or upon his premises; or 
shall suffer any carcass, offal, blood, or filth, to 
be or remain thereon; or shall carry on any noisome 
trade or business whatsoever ; so as in either case to 


be offensive to any of the inhabitants, shall pay a 
fine of 2s. 6d. 


27.—THAT every person who shall wilfully 
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cleaning the same, or for any other purpose what- 
soever, shall pay a fine of Is. 


28.—THAT every person who shall suffer any 
Bull-dog, Mastiff, or other ferocious Dog, not being 
sufficiently muzzled, to go at large at any time; or 
permit or suffer any Dog whatsoever, to go at large 
at a time at which, according to notice given by the 


Town Crier by order of the Mayor, such Dog ought, 


to be confined, on account of any suspicion of the 
existence of canine madness, shall pay a fine of 5s. 


29.—THAT every person who shall set Dogs 
to fight or encourage them therein, or shall set on or 
incite any Dog to bite any person; or shall ride 
furiously in, upon, or about any Street or Public 
way, shall pay a fine of ls. 


30.—THAT every person who shall knock at 
any door or ring at any bell at any house, shop, 


or office, without business or lawful cause, shall pay 
a fine of 2s. 6d. 


31.—THAT every person who shall beat any 
mat, rug, or other thing against any pales, palisadoes, 
lamp-post, lamp-iron, window, door, gate, wall, win- 
dow shutter, rail, or tree, in any Street or Public 
way, shall pay a fine of Is. 


32.—THAT every person who shall make or 
assist in making any Fire or Fires, commonly called 
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Bon-fires; or shall set fire to, or wantonly let off, 
or fire any musket, gun, blunderbuss, pistol, or other 
fire-arms ; or shall set fire to, or let off, or throw any 
squib, rocket, serpent, or other firework whatsoever, 
in any Street or Public way, shall pay a fine of 2s. 6d. 


33.—THAT every travelling Brazier, Tinker, 
Grinder of Instruments, Saw-filer, or other person 
travelling in any of those trades, or in any other noisy 
or noisome trade, who shall exercise his respective 
calling in any Street or Public way, shall pay a 
fine of Is. 


34.—THAT every person who shall, on the 
Lord’s Day, keep open his Shop; or shall sell or 
expose to sale any goods, wares, merchandise, or any 
other article whatsoever, except drugs and medicine, 
shall pay a fine of 10s. 


35.—THAT every person who shall be convicted 
of a second similar offence against any of the said 
Bye-Laws for the government of the Borough, shall 
pay double the amount of the fine imposed for the 
first offence ; and for every offence committed after 
a second offence, every such person shall be liable 
to pay a fine of double the amount of the preceding 
fine, until the same shall amount to 5£. 
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N. B. The CONSTABLES have 
received directions from the COUNCIL, 
to lay information against every person 


who shall infringe any of the above Bye- 


Laws. 
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R. LAPWORTH, PRINTER, STRATFORD-UPON-AVON. 
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Rey. RICHARD FARMER, D.D. 


MASTER OF EMMANUEL COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE ; 


RELATIVE TO THE EDITION OF 


SPE A K’S PUR AGRE 


AND SOME LATE CRITICISMS ON THAT WORK. 


By EDMOND MALONE, E{q. 


THE SECOND EDITION, 


Alter rixator de lana fepe caprina 

Propuguat, nugis armatus ; fcilicet, ut non 

Sit mibi prima fides, et vere quod placet, ut non 
Acriter elatrem, pretium etas altera fordet. Hor. 


QUEM OPINIO PROPRIZ PERSPICACIE, QUA SIBI 
VIDETUR ERRORES QUOSDAM ANIMADVERTISSE, DE 
STATU MENTIS DETURBAVIT. B, Jonfon, 
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# * The Bookfellers who publifhed my edition of Shak- 
{peare’s Works in eleven volumes, crown o¢tavo, having alfo 
publifhed an edition of his plays only, in feven volumes, 
12mo, which in many of the annual London catalogues, has 
been improperly afcribed to me, I take this opportunity to 
fay, that this {mall edition is not my work. I am therefore not 
entitled to its merits, whatever they may be, nor an{fwerable 
for any of its defects. It is, I make no doubt, carefully exe- 
cuted; but being intended merely to accommodate fuch per- 
fons as wifh for a cheap edition of this poet, it contains neither 
my Hiftory of the Stage, nor any of the other Differtations 
which accompany my work, nor the author’s Poems; and 
| inftead of the copious notes which I have given, fhort verbal 
explications only are, in general, fubjoined to the text. 


A flight miftake in one of the notes on Coriolanus having 
efcaped me while I was printing my ApPENpDIx, in which J 
endeavoured as much as poffible to fave the gentle critick trou- 
ble, by pointing out my own errors, thofe who are poffeffed 
of my edition of Shakfpeare, are requefted to correét it thus, 

In Vol. VII. p. 220, is the following note: 

c¢ Sic. You fbew too much of that, &c.| ‘This fpeech 1g 
given in the old copy to Cominius, It was rightly attri- 
buted to Sicinius by Mr. Theobald.” 

This note, with the change of only one word, belongs 
jn fact to a preceding line, beginning with the fame perfonal 
pronoun, to which it ought to have been referred ; [** You 
are like to do fuch bufine/s.”| and each of thefe lines beginning 
with the fame word was in fome meafure the caufe of the 
miftake. The reader is therefore defired to expunge the note 
above quoted, and to fubftitute the following in its ftead : 


Cor. You are like to do fuch bufine/s. | This {fpeech is given 
in the old copy to Cominius. It was rightly attributed to 
Coriolanus by Mr, Theobald. Martone, | 
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The Rev. Dr. FARMER, &c. 


MY DEAR SIR, 


HOUGH you have long left the primrofe 

path of poetry and criticifm, for more grave 
and important ftudies, you will, I am confident, 
very cheerfully fpend an hour with me in tra- 
verfing the old Shakfpearian field, where we 
have fo often expatiated on “ the ever-fruitful , 
fubject” of our great dramatick poet and his 
Commentators. 


When I firft undertook to give an edition of 
his Works, it did not appear to mt fo arduous 
atafk as I found it. After devoting feveral 
years to their revifal and elucidation, I had the 
honour to prefent my edition to the publick in 
November, 1790, andimmediately afterwards fet 
out 


( 2 } 
out on a vifit to fome very dear friends in fre- 
land, whom I had not feen for a long time. 
During my ftay there, I was not a little pleafed 
to learn from every quarter that my work 
had not been difapproved of by the publick; 
and on my return to England laft fummer 
was ftill more highly gratified by your warm, 
and I fear too partial, approbation of my la- 
bours; by that of Mr. Burke, whofe mind is of 
fuch a grafp as to embrace at once the greateft 
and the minuteft objects, and who, in the midft 
of his numerous and important avocations, 
has always found time for the calmer purfuits 
of philofophy and polite literature; by that 
of the moft amiable and judicious friend whom 
we and the publick have lately had the irrepa- 
rable misfortune to lofe, Sir Jofhua Reynolds ; 
of that excellent critick and profound fcholar, 
Dr. Jofeph Warton; and of many others, whofe 
encomiums would ftamp a value on any lite- 
rary performance. WhenI mention thefe re- 
fpeéted names, let me fhelter myfelf under 
the example of the great poet who preceded 
me in this undertaking : 


<¢ Well-natured Garth inflam’d with early 
praife, 

« And Congreve lov’d, and Swift endur’d 
my lays.” 


With 
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With this detail, I am fenfible, the publick 
has very little concern; nor is it obtruded on 
them from any idle vanity, but merely as a 
neceffary introduction to the following pages. 


The fubject on which I am now to trouble 
you, has one very unpleafing circumftance.at- 
tending it; that I cannot difcufs it without in- 
troducing myfelf as a principal figure on the 
canvas. Itis, I truft, unneceffary to affure you, 
who have known me fo long, that it is the laft 
fubject which I fhould have cho/en; it has, as 
you will fee, been forced upon me. However, 
though from the nature of the difquifition it is 
impoffible for me to keep where I with to 
remain, in the back ground, I will promife not 
to detain you long from much more important 
and interefting topicks. 


Almoft all the copies of my edition having 
been fold, an anonymous writer, at the end of 
fifteen months, finding it a fubjeé& of fufficient 
notoriety to procure fome attention to an in- 
vective againft it in the form of a pamphlet, 
has Jately thought fit to iffue one from the 
prefs, fraught with the ufual materials of hyper- 
criticifm ; that is, duly furnifhed with unblufh- 
ing cavil, falfe argument, and falfe quotation ; 
Be 


with 
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with 
C _ m= CAPtiOUs art, 
«© And {nip -fnap fhort, and interruption fmart, 
‘ And dernonftration thin, and thefes thick, 
«¢ And major, minor, and conclufion quick.” 


Our late excellent friend, Dr. Johnfon, ufed 
to fay, that an author might be fatisfied with 
the publick approbation, when his name was 
able to carry double. In this refpect therefore 
this writer fhould feem to have intended me a 
compliment, and as fuch I accept it; though 
I have not vanity enough to fuppofe that I can 
fuftain fuch a heap of rubbith as has been raked 
up, to furnifh the number of pages neceffary 
for the. occafion. 


I will not ftain my paper by tranfcribing 
any part of the vulgar ribaldry with which this 
production abounds. Let it reft with the low 
focieties among whom it has been picked up, 
and in the bookfeller’s warehoufe, where, 
with other neglected trafh,’ it will long re- 
main in undifturbed repofe. But as two or 
three faés have been mentioned, which, how- 
ever diftorted or difcoloured, have fomething 
like the femblance, though nothing of the 
reality, of truth, I fhall detain you for a fhort 
time, folely with a view of obviating the effect 
which is fometimes’ produced by filent con- 
tempt and unrefuted mifreprefentation. Our 
inimitable 
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inimitable poet, who on moft occafions is our 
beft inftructor, you remember, advifes us, not 
to “ give advantage 


“* To ftubborn criticks, apt, without a theme, 
** For depravation.”’ 


The firft fa& that I fhall take notice of, is 
contained in the following paragraph: 


“* Mr. Maronz, in the year 1780, when pub- 
lifhing a Supplement to Shak/peare of plays which 
he never wrote*, modeftly remarked, that 


* This SuPPLEMENT coatained feveral additional com- 
ments on the author ; a corre¢t edition of all his poems, 
then for the firft time faithfully printed from the original co- 
pies, and illuftrated with notes ; and {even plays which had 
been imputed to him. ‘Thefe I was fo far from publifhing 
as Shak{peare’s, that I exprefsly declared in the preface that 
of five of them I did not believe a fingle line to have been 
written by him ; and my decifion has been fully confirmed 
by the manufcripts which I have fince difcovered in Dul- 
wich College, in which the nanies of the four authors of 
Sir Fobn Oldcaftle (a play printed in 1600, with Shakfpeare’s 
name at fall length in the title-page,) are luckily preferved.— 
See the late edition of Shakfpeare, Vol. {. P. Il. Emendations 
and Additions, p. 317.—The writer’s meaning, however, as 
honeft Sir Hugh Evans fays, was good; for from the words— 
«* A Supplement to Shakfpeare of plays which he never wrote,” 
the reader would naturally conclude, 1. that this Supplement 
contained plays only; and 2. that the editor was weak 
enough to believe them to be the produétions of our author, 
and to afcribe to him awhat he never wrote. 
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‘by a diligent collation of all the old copies 
thitherto* difcovered,and the j sdicious reftoration 
of ancient readings, the text of this author 
feemed then finally fettled.’ Since that period, 
however, he has been labouring ‘ with unceafing 
folicitude,’ for the {pace of ‘eight years,’ to con- 
vince the publick that he had, if not directly 
afferted the thing which was not, at leaft gone 
a little further than was confiftent with the » 
exact ftate of the cafe. For, if the text had 
been already diligently collated with all the old 
copies, why fhould he make fuch a parade of 
having collated it himfelf? If it had not been 
{o collated, why fhould he fay it had ? This fact is 
therefore manifeft, upon Mr, Malone’s own evi- 
dence, that the text of Shakfpeare had never been 
collated, whether diligently or not, with all or any 
of the old copiés, by any perfon before Mr, 
Malone.” 


Twenty fix years have now elapfed fince Mr, 
Steevens iffued out propofals for publifh- 
ing the plays of Shakfpeare, of which in that 
period he has given the publick three editions, 
each of them elaborated with his utmoft care 
and diligence. The year 1766, in which his 
propofals firft came forth, fhould be doubly dear 
* To this guaintne/s a line of Martial may be well applied; 


$ a male cum recitas, incipit efle tuus.”’ 


to 
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to every intelligent reader of this poet; not 
only as the era when that gentleman firft un- 


dertook the arduous tafk of illuftrating his dra- 
mas by the contemporary writers, a tafk which 
he executed with great ability, but becaufe the 
moft conclufive Effay * that ever appeared on 
a fubject of criticifm, was then written, and 
the long-agitated queftion concerning the learn- 
ing of Shakfpeare was for ever decided. In 
the year 1780, fourteen years after Mr. Stee- 
vens’s work was firft undertaken, and two years 
after the fecond edition of it had appeared, I pub- 
lifhed a Supplement to that edition in two vo- 
lumes, in the preface to which is the para- 
graph above quoted. Having avery high opinion 
of the diligence, acutenefs, and learning of Mr. 
Steevens, to whom all the admirers of Shak- 
{peare have great obligations, I in common 
with the reft of the publick confidered myfelf 
as much indebted to his labours ; and therefore 
did not then hefitate to fay that the text of the 
author on which he had been above twelve years 
employed, /eemed to be finally fettled. If I had 
ufed a ftill ftronger phrafe, fome allowance might 
be made for the partiality of friendfhip, and for 
that refpect whichis due from every fcholar to ac- 


* An Effay on the Learning of Shakfpeare, by the Rev. 
Richard Farmer; publifhed in January, 1767 ;_ reprinted, 
with great additions, in the fame year, 

we knowledged 
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knowledged abilities and learning. But I claim 
no fuch allowance ; for I faid only what I flriétly 
and fincerely thought. Not choofing however 
to {peak confidently and pofitively of a matter 
concerning which I could not be certain, I ufed 
the words——‘‘/eems now finally fettled.”” I had not 
then undertaken to publifh an edition of Shak- 
fpeare, nor regularly collated a fingle play of 
that author with the authentick copies. When 
my admiration of his innumerable beauties Jed 
me to undertake an edition of his works, I 
then thought it my duty to exert every faculty 
to make it as perfect as I could; and in order 
to enfure a genuine text, to collate word by 
word every line of his plays and poems with 
the original and authentick copies; a tafk equal- 
ly new and arduous, By this laborious procefs 
{ obtained ONE THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED AND 
FIFTY FOUR EMENDATIONS Of the text; that 
is, I found that the text of this author, not- 
withftanding all the well-employed diligence 
and care of the late editors in correcting the 
errors of former copies, and rejecting the adul- 
terations introduced in the fecond folio and the 
fubfequent impreffions, ftill remained corrupted 
in fixteen hundred and fifty four places, and I 
corrected it accordingly; not as that word is 
fometimes underftood, by capricious innova- 
tion, or fanciful conjecture, but by the reftora- 
tion 


(Gag *) 


tion of the poet’s words, as they are found 
in the only copies of authority. 


We are now, however, told, that from this 
collation but little advantage has been derived ; 
and, as a proof of this affertion, it is ftated, that 
in collating ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND LInés (for 
fuch nearly isthe number of lines in thefe plays) I 
have not always been equally attentive ; that in 
this tedious labour (wonderful to tell!) I have 
been guilty of eight errors!! fo that it appears, 
that I have only corrected the plays of this author 
in one thoufand fix hundred and fifty-four places, 
and might have corrected them in one thoufand 
Jix hundred and fixty-two. Of thefe eight addi- 
tional reftorations I fhall very gladly avail my- 
felf in the quarto edition of this poet’s works, 
which I am now about to put to the prefs*; 


and 


* While foreign countries can boaft of magnificent impref- 
fions of the works of their celebrated authors, a fplendid 
edition of the Plays and Poems of our great dramatick poet, 
with the illuftrations which thevarious editors and commen- 
tators have furnifhed, is yet adefderatumin Englith literature. 
had ten years ago fketched out a plan for fuch an edition, 
and intend immediately to carry a fimilar fcheme into ex- 
ecution. It is almoft unneceffary to add, that the fame gra- 
tuitous zeal which induced me to undertake the former edi- 
tion, will accompany this revifal of it ; and that no dili- 


gence 


( 


and if from any quarter, however unrefpectable, 
others fhall be added tothat number, they fhall 
be accepted in like manner; but I do not expect 
that will be the cafe; as itis probable, if any fur- 
ther difcoveries of the fame kind could have been 
made, they would have been pointed out. 
Dum filent, clamant.—Dr. Johnfon has juftly 
obferved, that a difcurfive mind cannot be al- 
ways kept fteadily fixed on evanefcent truth. I 
never flattered myfelf fo faras tofuppofe, that in 
this long work “ the indifpofed and fickly fit” 
fhould not fometimes render me unequal to the - 
tafk ; that what happens to all mankind, occa- 
fional languor and temporary inability, fhould 
not affect me like other mortals: I refolved, 
however, to make the beft exertions in my 
power ; and fometimes flattered myfelf that by 
this procefs, which had never before been at- 
tempted, and a long acquaintance with the 
writers of Shak{fpeare’s age, I fhould be able 
to improve on all the former editions of this 
author ; but in the moment of the moft fan- 
guine hope [ could not fuppofe that in this col- 


to.) 


gence or care of mine fhall be wanting to render this new 
edition of my work, which is to be ornamented with engrave 
ings, and to be printed in fifteen volumes, royal quarto, wor- 
thy of our greateft Englifh poet.—The firft two volumes are 
mtended to be publifhed next year. 


lation 
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lation \my vigilance fhould have been over. 
watched only in eight inftances ; nor, without fo 
decifivye a proof as the malignant induftry of a 
petty adverfary has furnifhed, could I have 
believed it. I fay eight inftances ; for though 
thirteen over-fights have been enumerated, 
jive of them have no foundation in truth. 


1. The firft of thefe is in The Two Gentlemen 
of Verona, Vol.I. p. 154. 


Speed. Item, fhe can few. 


Launce. 'That’s as muchas to fay, can fhe 
fo: 


« Both the folios,” fays this redoubted cri- 
tick, ‘¢ read——/ow, which is manifeftly re- 
quifite. Probably, however, the editor may 
fyppofe few and fo to have the fame pronunci- 


ation.” 


With the fecond folio, here cited, or any other 
corrupted copy of our author, I have noconcern. 
The firft and only authentick copy of this play 
printed in folio, in 1623, (for there 1s no quarto,) 
reads, if letters are to be enumerated, not /ow, but 

fowe. When a quibble is intended, the word in the 
old copy is often intentionally mifpelt, in order 
to 
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to mark it more plainly to the reader. Inthe 
prefent inftance, however, this may not have been 
the cafe, for the word /ew was varioufly {pelt 
in Shakfpeare’s time, and Milton writes it, 
though improperly, ow. Throughout my edi- 
tion, as is mentioned ih my preface, I have not 
adhered to ancient fpelling, but adopted that 
which is now generally ufed, and which I con- 
fidered as juft. Ihave done fo in this inftance. 
With refpect to the fimilarity of found between 
Jew and /o, there can be no doubt, from the paf- 
fage before us, but that the two words were 
pronounced alike in Shak{peare’s days, ‘as they 
are at prefent by all who do not deviate from re- 
ceived modes from affectation or ignorance. 


2. Vol. II. p. 71. Mea/ure for Meajure. 


«« Let me hear you fpeak further.” © Both 
editions — farther, a word entirely different from 
further, though too frequently confounded with 
it by ignorant perfons,” 


FYere is a queftion merely of propriety in 
fpelling, and whenever I have any doubts on 
that fubject I fhall take counfel from fome other 
preceptor than this critick. In the authentick 
copy of 1623, the word is very frequently 


fpelt 


ele 
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{pelt farther, for which, on the ground already 
mentioned, I have given further, becaufe that 
appears to me to be the true mode of fpelling 
this word; and Dr. Johnfon, whofe authority 
is fomewhat higher than this anonymous wri-~ 
ter’s, was of this opinion*. The two words 
were undoubtedly ufed indifcriminately by 
Shakfpeare, who certainly did not give himfelf 
much concern about grammatical difquifi- 
tions. 


3. The third fuppofed error, for which I am 
not anfwerable as an overfight in collating the 
old copies, is in Vol. I]. p. 151. The Comedy 
of Errors. 


‘Tf it be, fir, pray: eat none of it.” 


It is a mere error of the prefs. The pro- 
noun J(I pray, eat none of it,) I find, on looking 
into my papers, was inadvertently omitted 
by the compofitor at the prefs, as the metre 
of the line fhews. 


4. Vol. I]. p. 190. Lbidem. 
‘¢ And much different from the man he was.” 


“¢ The folios (we are told) read—And much, 
much different.” 


* See his Di&. in v. further. 
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The fingle remark here neceffary to be made 
is, that the fat is not fo. The only authentick 
copy of this play, the folio of 1623, which is 
now before me, exhibits the line as I have 
printed it. 


5. Vol. Il. p. 477. 4 Midfummer-Night’s 
Dream. 
** Through the foreft have I gone, 
«* But Athenian found I none.” 


«¢ All the old editions (we are again in- 
ftructed) read—find.” 


Here we have another inftance of dogmatical 
and prefumptuous ignorance ; and the fame fhort 
an{wer will ferve. The fac is not fo. The 
copy of 4 Midjfummer-Nights Dream, printed 
by Fifher, which is in fome places preferable 
to that printed by Roberts, which laft appears 
to have been followed in the folio, reads— 
“¢ found J none,”’ as I have printed the line. 


The eight reftorations which I am now en- 
abled to add to thofe I have already made in 
the text, are thefe: In Vol. I. p. 80,1 have in- 
advertently followed former editors in printing 
“if thou be pleas’d,” for— if you be pleas’d ;” in 
p- 140 of the fame volume, “ more precious,” 
for —moft precious ;” inp. 155, “ I cannot help,” 
for 


{ ax ) 


for— “cannot [help ;” in p. 174, “ this paper,” 
‘© for bis paper ;” in Vol. II. p. 70, fhould, for 
foall; in p. 143, difpos’d, for beffow’d; in 
p- 157, * Ay, let none enter,” for—* Ay, and 
let none enter;” and in p. 190, sherefore, for 


thereof. 


It is not an incurious f{peculation to confider 
how many errors the writer to whom I am in- 
debted for the above lift, would have been 
guilty of in collating and printing one hundred 
thoufand lines. He tells us himfelf that fome 
remarks which he publifhed a few years ago, 
“‘ have been reprefented as the moft incorrect 
publication that ever appeared, and that, from 
the lift of evrata in the book itfelf, and the ad- 
ditional one given in another parnphlet, the 
charge does not feem to be without foundation.” 
We have feen that in collating shirteen paflages 
he has committed, if not three, certainly two 
errors ; if therefore he had undertaken to collate 
one hundred. thoufard lines, his inaccuracies 
according to the moft moderate calculation 
would only have amounted to about rirrezn 
THOUSAND. 


The next high crime and mifdemeanor with 
which the late editor of Shakfpeare is charged, 


is, 
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is, that in his preface he has proved the editor 
of the fecond folio, printed in 1632, to have 
been entirely ignorant of Shakfpeare’s phrafe- 
ology and metre, and the book itfelf of no av- 
THORITY whatfoever ; yet molt ftrangely and in- 
confiftently he has adopted fome emendations of 
the text from that corrupted copy. To the firft 
part of this charge I plead guilty, but am at a 
Jofs to know under what penal ftatute it fhould 
be claffed. To this minute critic indeed, 
who alfo publifhed in 1783 fome remarks on 
Mr. Steevens’s edition of Shakfpeare, (in which 
that gentleman, Dr. Johnfon, and others, were 
treated with juft as much decency and refpect, 
as our late ingenious and learned friend Mr. 
Warton had been in another forgotten pam- 
phlet,) to him it was.a very ferious grievance ; 
for he appears to have fet up for a hypercritick 
on Mr. Steevens, without a fingle quarto copy 
of our author’s plays, and, I fufpect, without being 
poffeffed of the only authentick folio edition. If 
that was the cafe, to depreciate the vitiated folio 
on which he was generally obliged to depend, 
was to rob him of the only tool with which he 
could carry on his trade, and to place him in the 
ftate in which poor Parfon Adams would have 
found himfelf, if his hoft had convinced him that 
his folitary half-guinea was a counterfeit. | 

With 
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With refpect to the other part of the charge, 
it is certainly true that while almoft every page 
of the fecond folio is disfigured by printer’s 
blunders, and arbitrary and capricious devia- 
tions from the original copy, the editor of that 
book has in a few places corrected fuch mani- 
feft errors of the prefs in the elder copy, as 
could not efcape a perfon of the moft ordinary 
capacity, who had been but one month conver- 
fant with a printing-houfe. Ofthefe correétions, 


fuch as they are, (to the knowledge of which 


the objector was led by my own notes,) a pom- 
pous lift has been made from the late edition, 
for the purpofe of fhewing an inconfiftency in 
the editor: but in the courfe which I have fol- 
lowed, when the matter is truly ftated and exa- 


mined, the fmalleft inconfiftency will not be 
found. 


To afcertain whether the fecond complete 
edition of our author’s plays was authentick, 
which had never been attempted before, was, 
in forming the text of thofe plays, of the higheft 
confequence. Hence it was that I employed a 
good deal of labour on that point, as may 
be feen by turning to my preface, where 
the examination of that queftion takes up no 
lefs than twenty-three pages *; and I may ven- 


* Pref. pp. xix—xlii. 
C ture 
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ture to fay, without any fear of being refuted, 
that I have proved, not by dogmatical affertion, 
but by a minute enumeration of particular paf- 
fages, that book to be of no authority whatfo- 
ever. How fo wild a notion as that it was of 
any authority, fhould ever have been entertained 
by any one but the writer whofe mifreprefen- 
tations I am now expofing, is perfectly un- 
accountable. The fecond edition of a printed 
book can only derive authority from its being 
printed with the author’s laft corrections, or 
from fome more correct manufcript of his work 
than that from which the firft edition was print- 
ed. From whence fhould the authority of the 
fecond folio be derived? We know that 
Shakipeare did mot correct his manufcripts 
for the prefs, even for the firft edition which 
was publifhed in 1623 :—where then were the 
corrections which were made in the fecond, 
found? Can it be believed, that the printer 
or editor, who did not, as I have proved incon- 
trovertibly, examine one of the quarto printed 
plays*, which were then common in every 
hand, fhould have hunted after the manufcripts 
from which the firft folio was in fome cafes 
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* Pref. to the late edition of Shakfpeare, p. xxvii, 
gote 4. 
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printed, and which it is highly probable were 
deftroyed at the prefs; or that any diligence 
fhould at the end of nine years have recovered 
their foiled and mutilated fragments? Such a 
fuppofition is as wild and chimerical, as many 
of that editor’s arbitrary interpolations. This 
fancy fhould feem to,have originated from its 
having been thrown out in fome modern pub- 
lication, the title of which I have forgotten, that 
Heminge and Condell, the editors of the firft 
folio, were probably likewife editors of the fee 
cond, which appeared in 1632; an affertion 
which, before the two books had been minutely 
examined and compared, and before the time 
of their refpective deaths had been afcertained, 
might pafs current. enough ; but unluckily for 
this theory, after a long fearch in the Preroga- 
tive Office, I difcovered the wills of both thefe 
actors, and have fhewn that Condell died in 
1627, and Heminge in the year 1630%« 
On this fubject, however, we are not obliged 
to have recourfe to inferences from dates, or to 
conjecture, in order to prove that all the cor- 
rections, emendations, or interpolations of that 
copy (by whatever name they may be called) 
were arbitrary and capricious. The nume- 


*Hiftorical Account of the Englifh flage, pp. 190. 1995 
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rous proofs which I collected for this purpofe, 
were given ex abundanti. If inftead of fhewing 
that the editor, not knowing that the double 
comparative was the common phrafeology of 
Shak{peare’s time, had fubftituted for it a more. 
grammatical form, giving us more /afe, more wor- 
thy and more rich, for more: fafer, more worthier 
and more richer; that he did not know that the 
double negative was the common and authori- 
zed language of that age *; that when the be- 
ginning of a-line in the elder copy was acci- 
dentally omitted at the prefs, inftead of at- 
tempting to cure the defect in the right place, he 
added fome words at the end of the line, and by 
his addition made the paflage nonfenfe + ; that 
he was utterly ignorant of his author’s elliptical 
language, as well as of his metre;—if inftead 
of all thefe proofs and many others to the fame 
point, I’ had produced only one of them, it 
would have been fufficient for my purpofe, and 
the old adage—ex uno difce omnes would have 
fupplied the reft. 


* Asin The Comedy of Errors, AG III. {e. ii. 
“¢ Nor toher bed zo homage do I owe ;’” 
inftead of which we have in the fecond folio, 
«© Nor to her bed a homage do I owe.” 


t Pref. to the late edit. p. xxxi. 


Notwith- 
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Notwithftanding, however, all that I’ have 
now ftated, you know there are fome men in 
the world, who will not relinquifh their. old 
mumpfimus ; who when once they have taken 
up a particular notion, adhere to it with 
unconquerable pertinacity, and cannot be ar- 
gued out of it: With fuch men, neither the de- 
cifive circumftance I have juft now mentioned, 
(the death of our poet’s friends, Heminge 
and Condell, before the end of 1630,) nor 
the unan{werable proofs which I have accumu- 
lated of the ignorance and temerity of the 
editor of the fecond folio, will have the {malleft 
weight, or at all depreciate its credit: and if they 
fhould ever be allowed to fcribble in the mar- 
gin of Shakfpeare, notwithftanding thefe ac- 
cumulated proofs we fhould without doubt be 
reminded, whenever occafion offered, that 
*«Such is the reading of that moft excellent 
and invaluable book the fecond folio edition 
of our author’s plays; a reading which Mr. 
M. has not been afhamed to own that he has 
adopted, though he has exprefsly denied the au- 
thenticity of the book”, 


And now let me add a word or twoon the 
fubject of inconfiftency. Though I proved 
this book of no authority whatfoever, does it 
therefore follow that I was precluded from 

C 3 adopting 
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adopting the few emendations of manifeft errors 
of the prefs, which, amidft fome thoufand in- 
novations and corruptions, were made by the 
editor; and which, ifthey had not been made 
by him, would unqueftionably have been made 
by fome other perfon? The plan which I 
adopted for my edition, as far as relates to the 
text, was very fimple. I began by afcertaining 
what were the authentick copies, J then formed 
my text upon thofe copies; from which (with 
the exception mentioned in my preface) I never 
knowingly deviated without apprizing the rea- 
der by a note. All emendations therefore 
which were admitted, from whatever quarter 
taken, ate regularly afcribed to him by whom 
they were made; a piece of juftice which had 
not been done in former editions : and neither 
the caprice of an editor or commentator, or his 
general inability for his tafk, prevented me from 
adopting corrections fuggefted by him, if they 
were manifeftly right. Thus, fome emenda- 
tions have been taken even from Pope and 
Hanmer, as well as from the editor of the fe. 
cond folio; though all thefe editors have with 
almoft equal licentioufnefs corrupted the au- 
thor’s text; but they are adopted, not becaufe 
their books are of any authority, but becaufe 
the emendations themfelves are evidently jutt; 
for 
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for the editor of the fecond folio, as foon as his 
book is proved not to be authentick, can rank 
only by the fide of any other conjecturer, com- 
mentatory or verbal critick, Andon the fame 
ground, if the moft obfcure and contemptible 
pamphleteer fhould fuggeft a happy correction 
of any defperate paffage, manifeftly corrupt, to 
the propriety and rectitude of which every in- 
telligent reader muft at once affent, it would 
have a claim to attention, however little refpect 
fhould be due to the quarter from whence it 
came, With how much caution however I 
have proceeded in this refpect, my book will 
fhew. 


If the fecond folio had been of any authority, 
then all the capricious innovations of that copy 
(in which defcription I do not include the in- 
numerable errors of the prefs) muft have been 
adopted ; but being once proved not to be au- 
thentick, then inthe cafe ofa paflage undoubt- 
edly corrupt in the original and authentick co- 
pies, we are at liberty to admit an emendation 
fuggefted by any later editor or commentator, 
if a neater and more plaufible correction than 
that furnifhed by the fecond folio; and this I 
have done more than once. 
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On comparing two of the quarto editions of 
King Richard III. 1 found that there were in 
the latter no lefs than twenty-fix errors of omif- 
fion; and indeed errors of omiffion are, I 
believe, more frequent than almoft any other 
in the ancient copies of this author. I have 
proved in various inftances, that when a 
word was omitted or corrupted in the firft folio, 
the editor of the fecond either left the paffage 
as he found it, or cured the defect at random, 
and according to his fancy, in thofe plays of 
which we have quarto copies, where the true 
word, which in fact was omitted or corrupted, 
may be found.* There cannot therefore be the 
{malleft doubt that all the emendations made by 
this editor in the other plays alfo, of which 
there are no quarto copies, were merely con- 
jetural, Being fuch, they ftand precifely on 
the fame ground with the emendations fug- 
gefted by any later editor or commentator ; and 
as they are often very injudicious in confe- 
quence of the editor’s extreme ignorance of 
Shak{peare’s phrafeology and metre, they ftand 
frequently on a worfe ground, and have a lefs 
title to be adopted. 


* Pref. tothe late edition, pp. xiv. xv. xxvii. n. 4; 
MAX. XXX, 


The 


(692577) 


“The few corre€tions which have been taken 
from that copy, on the principle juft now 
mentioned,* have been pompoufly difplayed ; 

a lift 


* Such as, in The Tempef, 


s¢ ——— fuch zflanders,”? 
inftead of the erroneous reading of the authentick copy,— 
** {uch iflands,” 
In The Two Gentlemen of Verona, 


and I a fheep.”” 
for - and I fheep.” 


€é 


Ibidem, © you have teffern’d me.”* 
for “6 you have ceffern’d me.’” 


In Meafure for Mea/fure, 
_ &© The princely Angelo.”’ 


for ss The prenzie Angelo.” 

hed ache, penury, and imprifonment.”” 
for ‘© emmmm ache, perjury, and imprifonment.”? 
Tbidis8é was affianced to her 4y oath,, 


for ss —— = was affianced zo er cath. 


In The Comedy of Errors, 


9d 
e 


** Gave helpful welcome 
for ** Gave healthful welcome ——.”’ 


Ibid. «© And asa bed V’ll take thee, and there lie.’? 
inftead of ** And as a dud, &c,”’ 


Ibid. 
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a lift of them having been collected from my 
own volumes, without the aid of which it does 
not 


Ibid. ** Matter, if yor do—,” 
inftead of ** Matfter, if do—.”? 


Tn As you dike it, 
© wee that which had too much.” 


for 66 a that which had too mufe.”* 


Ibid. “* Let me be better acquainted with thee, 
for ‘* Let me better acquainted with thee, 


In The Taming of the Shrew, 
‘* Were the as rough —,”’ 
for ‘© Were fhe zs as rough —,” 


Thid, «© As much news as thou ailt.”” 
for «© As much news as w/t thou.’* 


Ibid. <« Whither away, and where is thy abode.’? 
for ‘* Whither away, and whither is thy abode.” 


In All’s well that ends well, 


oY captious and éutenzble fieve— 
for ‘¢ —— captious and zzremible fieve.”’ 


In Twelfth Night, 


“« Let thy tongue sag with arguments of ftate, 
for << Let thy tongue danger, &c. 


In Macbeth, 


AF, before thy here-approach.”’ 
for © m——= before they here approach. 
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not appear that it could have been made, at leaft 


it never was made before the late edition was 
publifhed, 


a7 «—) 


In King ‘fobn, 


te ———<- to hurt his mafter, no man elfe.’? 
inftead of “ ——— to hurt his mafter, no mans elfe.”’ 


In King Henry VIII. 
** Good man, thofe joyful tears fhew thy true 
heart.” 
initead of ** Good man, thofe joyful tears fhew thy true 
hearts.” 


A few more emendations of nearly the fame kind might 
be added, which together with the above are regularly 
noticed in the late edition. ‘The interpolations, omiffions, 
and corruptions of every kind in the fecond folio, (of 
which the fiftieth part has not been noticed) amount, on 
the other hand, #0 feveral thoufands. 


I may add, that of the very few emendations fome- 
what lefs obvious than the above, which I have admitted, 
and which do not, I think, amount to fix, I find every 
day fome reafon to doubt. Juft as my edition was iffuing 
from the prefs, I found that with the other modern edi- 
tors I had improperly adopted a word which had been 
unneceflarily fupplied by this editor, from his not attend- 
ing to Shakfpeare’s elliptical language. The paflage is 
in 4 Midfummer-Night’s Dream, AI. {c.i. 


‘ Bre I will yield my virgin patent up 
‘© Unto his lordfhip, whofe unwithed yoke 
** My foul confents not to give fovereignty,”’ 
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publifhed. By turning over the pages of my 
work, as I have conftantly noticed from whence 
every emendation was taken, this lift was eafily 
formed ; butit has been exhibited with that inac- 
curacy which might have been expected; for in 
The Merchant of Venice, A& II. fc. iii. 1am re- 
prefented as having adopted a corrupt reading 
found in the fecond folio, (* Ifa chriftian did not 
play the knave, and get thee,’”’ &c.) though I~ 
have exprefsly written a note to fhew that this 
reading was the offspring of ignorance in the 


1. €. to give fovereignty to. See APppenp. to the late 
edition, p. 577. Here the fecond folio reads—to whofe 
unwifh’d yoke, &c. and we are told it is a moft valuable 
correction.—SolI have incautioufly, with the other modern 
editors, accepted, from the fame book, ‘* heady murder,’ 
in K. Henry V. inkead of ** headly murder,’’ the corrupt 
reading of the old copy; but the true reading is un- 
doubtedly—dead/y murder. So, in Macheth: 


«¢ With twenty mortal murders on their crowns.’”? 


And in Titus Andronicus a word which has been fup- 
plied by the fame editor, and too haftily accepted, has 
this moment caught my eye: 


“* Was there none elfe in Rome to make a ftale of—.”? 


Of, which is not found in the old copy, was intro- 
dnced from the fame inadvertence which led to the cor- 
ruption of the paffage above quoted from 4 Midfummer- 
Night’s Dream. See late edit. Vol. VII. p. 128, n. 8; 
Vol. VIII. p. 472, mn. 33 and Vol. LX. p. 469,'n.- 3. 
editor 
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editor of that book; in K. Fobn, Act II. fe. it. I 
am reprefented as having adopted a corrupt 
reading introduced by the fame editor, —“ rux 
on,” inftead of the authentick reading—roam on ; 
ina paflage in King Henry V. Act Ill. fe. i. I 
am untruly reprefented as reading with the 
fame copy,— You zoblef Englifh ;” and ftill 
further, (fave reverence, as our author fays, of 
the word,) to fhew the amazing acutenefs and 
unerring accuracy of this hypercritick, the paf- 
fage is {tated as being in the Firft Part of King 
Henry IV. as another paflage which is quoted 
from Meajure for Meajfure, is to be found in The 
Comedy of Errors. 


As a few trifling emendations made by the 
ignorant editor of the fecond folio, have been 
adopted, fo on the principle already ftated the 
very few obfervations of this Remarker that 
were entitled to any notice, have been admitted 
into the late edition. Thefe adopted remarks 
are to be found, fays their author, “in Vol. IT. 
11, 256, 491, 507; III. 27,77, 316, 394; IV. 
497, 504; VI. 146, 273; V. 459; [which 
as correctly placed after Vol. VI.| VII. 634.” 
And here we have another fpecimen of this Re- 
marker’s extraordinary accuracy; for lo! nei- 
ther in p. 256 of Vol. II. nor in p. 316 of 
| Vol. 
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Vol. II. is there any thing of his; and im 
p. 27 of Vol. III. Iam fo far from adopting his 
comment, that I have maintained a pofition di- 
rectly fubverfive of it. 


I fhall now, my dear Sir, trouble you with 
a very few more words.—In The Two Gentle- 
men of Verona, p. 120, I have inferted two 
notes of my late moft refpectable friend Mr. 
Tyrrwhitt, in which he proves that Shakfpeare 
fometimes takes a liberty in extending certain 
words to complete the meafure.* Thus, in 
The Comedy of Errors, 


“‘ Thefe are the parents to thefe children.”’ 


*« where, (fays he,) fome editors, being unne- 
ceffarily alarmed for the metre, have ehdea- 
voured to help it by a word of their own,— 


« Thefe p/azmly are the parents to thefe children.” 


“So, (he adds,) country is made a trifyllable. 
die MacA dts Baer. 
«The like of him. Know’tt thou this country 2” 


Remembrance, quadrifylable. 
TON, AGL fe) 4. 
*¢ And lafting in her fad remembrance.” 


* Mr. Upton had made the fame remark. See his Cyj- 
tical Obfervations on Shakfpeare, 24 edit. Pp. 372s 


Angry, 
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Angry, trifyllable. 
Timon, ACt Ill. fe. v. . 
«¢ But who’ is man, ‘that is not axgry.” 
Henry, trifyllable: 
Sen ign de ei 5 anal hgh set te be 
“So ftood the ftate when Henry the Sixth—” 
2 PLEMLY yr Lie hierdch Ui 
‘“‘ Crown’d by the name of Henry the Fourth.” 
And fo in many other paffages. , 
Monftrous, trifyllable. 
Macb. Act. IV. fc. vi. 
«‘ Whocannot wantthe thought how monftfous—a—” 
Othello, Aéct. II. fe. 1. 
“<°T is monfirous. ago, who began it?” 
England, trifyllable. 
Rich. Il. AQ.IV. fe. i. 
« Than Bolingbroke return to England,” 
Nobler, trifylable. 
Coriol. Act. III. fe. ii. 
‘You dothewobler. Cor. 1 mufe my mother—.” 


% 
3 


It would be quite unneceflary to add that Shakf- 
peare intended that the words children, country, 
monftrous, fhould in thefe places be pronounced 
childeren,countery monfterous, if the op puenerof this 
doétrine had not had the folly to reprefent fuch a 
notionas chimerical and abfurd ; imagining him- 
felf (as it fhould feem) fupremely comical, when 

6 he 


DT EE: Se Peay : > eT ey i 
=, J a GEE RS eee 5 7 ¥ Soe 5 p * a <n e r 

x ¢ Fossa gt pia |S DER Se a Bie eo x 

D { 4 ‘ “Ee é aga ee i ane: 4 : 

cen a ie pao e fs nas ! - Ps - = 


=) mi 


At 


 33e) 
he exhibits words of this kind at full length,— 
Engle-and, noble-er, wrangle-ing, Jwor-en, a-rums, 
how-ers, &c. Had he been at all acquainted 
with our elder poets, he would have known 
that this pronunciation was fo common, that, 
words formerly having been frequently fpelt 
by the ear, we often find. thefe words written 
as Shak{peare ufed them ;_/ower, bower, fier, &c. 


The inftances given above are but a few of 
thofe which Mr. Tyrwhitt has collected, to 
prove a pofition which is incontrovertible. He 
might have produced many more. Thus, in 
The Two Gentlemen of Verona, Ak. Il. fe. iv. 


*¢ And that hath dazzled my reafon’s light ;—” 


where the ignorant editor of the fecond folio, 
not perceiving that dazzled was ufed as a trifyl- 
lable, (dazzle-ed) has departed from the original 
copy, and reads— 


“© And that hath dazzled _/o my reafon’s light.” 
Again, in Coriolanus, Act. I. fe. ix. 
“As you have been; that’s for my country.” 


And had he not chofen to confine himfelf to 
words in which /, or r, is fubjoined to another 
confonant, the following inftances of words ex- 
tended for the fake of the metre, might have 
been added : 


Tn 
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In The Comedy of Errors, A&. v. fc. i. 
“© This week he hath been heavy, /our, fad.” 


(where in the original copy we find the word 
Jour written as Shakfpeare intended it to be 
pronounced,—-/ower : ) and in the fame play, 


** ll meet you at that place fome hour, hence.” 
for which in the fecond folio we have 


“ J’ll meet you at that place fome hour, fir, 
hence.” 


Again, in K. Fobn, Act. I. fe. i. 
“‘ Kneel thou down, Philip, but rife more great.” 


Again, in Al’s Well that Ends Well, A&. II, 
{c. ili. 


“And is not likethe fre. Honours thrive—”, 


In all thefe cafes, this hypercritick thinks he 
has completely overturned the doérine con- 
tended for, by writing the words at full length, 
—dazzle-ed, counte-ry, fou-er, fi-er, &c. a {pe- 
cies of confutation entirely new. Chaucerizs 
ing more, and exhibiting it thus,-——-mo-vé, he 
feems to think extremely humorous. The old 
Englifh name, Gore, and the furname of a no- 
ble family, Gower, might have taught him 

D better, 
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better. More and pour as eafily become mo-er 
and pow-er, as four and hour become fow-er and 
bow-er; and arm, by a vulgar provincial pro- 
nunciation not yet wholly difufed becomes 
a-rum, as eafily as alarm is converted into a/a- 
yum; two words that undoubtedly had the 
fame etymology.—But of thefe verbal dif- 
quifitions enough. 


Let us now examine the complaint to which 
thefe notes of Mr. Tyrwhitt’s have given birth. 
« The editor” [1. e. Mr. M.} we are told, ‘* has 
inferted both Mr. Tyrwhitt’s notes, without 
taking notice of the conclufive reply already 
made to the latter.’ This reply, I muft in- 
form you, appears to have been made by this 
fagacious remarker himfelf. Hine ille lacryme. 
——But how ftands the faét? ‘The comedy of 
The Two Gentlemen of Verona was printed in the 
year 1786. It fhould feem therefore not to 
have been a crime of very great magnitude 
not to have fubjoined to Mr. Tyrwhitt’s note 
a reply to it which was made two years after- 
wards, viz. in 1788. It might however, we 
fhall perhaps be told, have been inferted in 
the Appendix. But unluckily to this there was 
an unfurmountable objection ; which was, that 
the editor had originally refolved not to encum- 
6 ber 
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ber his page with any ufelefs comment, and 
the conclufive reply in queftion appeared to 
him unworthy of notice. 


Mr. Tyrwhitt’s remark, which I have in part 
recited, makes it unneceflary for me to take 
any further notice of the unfounded obfervations 
that have been made relative to the licence 
which Shakfpeare has occafionally taken in his 
metre. For that licence, which it fhould be 
remembered he has taken in common with his 
contemporaries, he alone is anfwerable. If an 
editor in exhibiting his works has religioufly 
adhered to the original and authentick copies, 
admitting with the egreateft caution occafional 
corrections of manifeft errors, he has done his 
duty, as far as concerns the text; and need 
eive himfelf little concern about the iliberal cen- 
fures of thofe who, like the prefent hypercritick, 
from ignorance of the poet’s metre arraign his 
editor, for not having in various inftances ‘ e- 
deavoured to help it by a word of his own,’ or 
by that which would have been equally impro- 
per, an interpolation of Pope or Hanmer, or 
the editor of the fecond folio. 


The anonymous writer, who has occafioned 
my prefent addrefs to you, feems to think that 
D 2 he 
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he has an exclufive privilege to all the nonfenfe 
to which the commentaries produced by the 
late editors of Shakfpeare have given rife. On 
this ground, a remark in anfwer to one of Dr. 
Johnfon’s in the firft act of Troilus and Cref- 
fida, having been flightly noticed in the late 
edition, this monopolizer will have it that he 
muft have been meant; and no fuch remark 
being in fact found inhis book, with his wonted 
decorum he charges the editor with forgery. 
But ftrange as it may appear, moft true it is, 
that there are others now living capable of 
writing remarks on Shakfpeare and his editors, 
befide himfelf, though not with fuch a total 
difregard of decency; and that the obfervation 
in queftion appeared among fome Remarks 
on Mr. Steevens’s edition, which were pub- 
lifhed in a mifcellaneous volume, in 1785. 


One other paffage only of this elegant 
and modeft performance remains to be noticed. 
In the firft volume of the late edition of Shak- 
fpeare I have mentioned that a pamphlet, 
which is now avowed by this writer as his 
production, was fupprefied after its original pub- 
lication, from mode/fy as it fhould feem; and 
that afterwards it was once more given to the 
world by its author. Nothing, fays the fond 
parent 
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parent, can be more incorrett than this ftatement, 
The truth is, that after a few copies had got 
abroad, the further fale was delayed, for /pecial 
purpofes, for a week, at the end of which the 
publication was continued.—Such, I think, is the 
fubftance of this Quip, for fo this writer choofes 
to denominate fome of his fhrewd and faga- 
cious remarks, though he does not deal much 
either in cranks or wanton wiles. "The differ- 
ence between being /uppreffed for a certain time, 
and the fale being delayed, after the original publica- 
tion, for a week, is not very ealily difcovered. 
The mode/ty, however, afcribed to the author, it 
mutt be owned, he utterly difavows.—The 
grievance ftated on this occafion muft imme- 
diately remind you of that complained of by 
the well-known Edmund Curl, who faid Mr. 
Pope had treated him very unfairly in telling 
the publick that he had been tofs’d in a dlan- 
ket, when all the world knew that he had 
only been tofs’d in a rug. 


Though from a very careful perufal of 
many contemporary writers, I was enabled 
ro make very large additions to the former 
comments on our author, and took at leaft as 
much pains in illuftrating his obfcurities as in 
afcertaining his text, you will obferve that 


I have 


i388. 


I have not taken notice of any remarks 
that have been made on the commentaries 
which I had the honour of fubmiting to the 
publick in my late edition. While I was em- 
ployed in preparing them for the prefs, I gave 
the various fubjects treated of, the ftricteft at- 
tention. They are before the publick, and 
by its judgment they muft ftand or fall. I 
fhall not enter into any difcuffion or controverfy 
with * occafional criticks” or “ criticks by pro- 
feffion,’ in order to fupport them.—It 1s 
curious that what Dr. Warburton faid near 
fifty years ago, fhould be ftill true of the 
greater part of the criticifms to which the la- 
bours of his fucceffors have given rife: ‘“—as 
to all thofe things which have been publifhed 
under the titles of E/ffays, Remarks, Obfervations, 
ESc. on Shakfpeare,’—they ‘ are abfolutely be- 
low a ferious notice, *” 


I have many apologies to make for having 
taken up fo much of your time, and will now 
releafe you. I cannot, however, conclude, 
without noticing one other charge brought 
againft the late editor of Shakfpeare, which is 


* Mr. Tyrwhitt’s Ob/ervations publifhed in 1766, and 
Mr. Mafon’s Comments in 1785, are an exception. 


perfectly 


perfectly novel. < The reciprocal good 
opinion” (we are told) ‘which the publick 
and Mr. Matone appear to entertain of each 
other, does both parties infinite honour.” 
It is, I believe, the firft time that the good 
opinion of the publick has ever been ftated 
as a matter of reproach to him who has had 
the good fortune to obtain it. If by my hum- 
ble labours I had any title to fuppofe the pub- 
lick had been pleafed and benefited, I fhould 
confider myfelf as having obtained the beft 
reward which it has to beftow, or the fons of 
literature ought to afpire to.—To have me- 
rited publick approbation, muft to an ingenuous 
mind ever afford a pleafure which the cavils 
of criticifm cannot diminifh; and which no- 
thing can fo much augment as the difappro- 
bation of the ignorant, the envious, the. petulant, 
and the vain. 


I am, my dear Sir, 
Your very affectionate friend, 
And humble fervant, 


EDMOND MALONE. 


QurEN-ANWE-STREET, EAST, 
April 23) 1792 
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ON MILTON’S MASQUE OF “COMUS.” 


BY T. F. DILLON CROKER, ESQ., F.S.A. 


UE scene of Milton’s celebrated pastoral “Masque of Comus” 
having been laid in the immediate vicinity of Ludlow (a view 
of the town and castle being represented therein), a short 
account of that which was the best and last specimen of that 
class of entertainment will, it is hoped, prove interesting to 
the members of our Association. 

Before reviewing the literary history of that work, it may 
not be out of place to recall the fact that it was during the 
reign of Henry VIII that “masques” (which, like all the 
pageantry and fashions of the time, came from Italy), with 
mimic plays and pageants, were originated and performed 
before the King and Wolsey, a predominant importance 
being given to them by the appointment of a special officer, 
called the Master of the Revels. Hall informs us that “on 
the daie of the Epiphane, at night (the precise year not 
given), the King, with xi others were disguised after the 
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manner of Italie, called a masque, a thing not sene afore in 
Englande: thei were appended in garmentes long and brode, 
wrought all with gold, with visers and cappes of gold, and 
after the banket doen these maskers came in with sixe 
gentlemen disguised in silke bearyng staffe torches, and 
desired the ladies to daunce ; some were content, and some 
that knewe the fashion of it refused, because it was not a 
thyng commonly seen. And after thei daunced and com- 
moned together, as the fashion of the Maske is, thei toke 
their leaue and departed, and so did the Quene, and all the 
ladies.” 

“Tt will be remarked,” says Collier, “that in the entries 
of the books of payment of King Henry VIII the terms 
maskelyn and masculers are used,” which we learn from the 
same authority “mean nothing more than ‘maskings and 
maskers, now sometimes employed, as far as we can judge, 
in common with the older word ‘ desguisings.’” 

To continue their history, we find that “masques” were con- 
stantly exhibited in the courts in the presence of Elizabeth 
(at Kenilworth, for example) and James I. on Sundays and 
days of religious festivity, and are reported to have been 
most splendid and expensive, English nobles also spending 
vast sums of money in vying with the continental courts 
in their production. In the reign of Charles I. masques and 
interludes were the most fashionable species of entertain- 
ment, the scenery and machinery of many of them having 
been invented by Inigo Jones ; moreover, it was customary 
with the nobility to celebrate their weddings, birthdays, and 
other occasions of rejoicing, during the pauses of banquets, 
with such amusements, which often exhibited considerable 
magnificence of decoration. Lord Bacon has written an 
essay on Masques, and it would seem rather under protest, 
for he remarks that “these things are but toys,” adding that 
“since princes will have such things, it is better that they 
should be graced with elegance than daubed with cost.” 
This noble writer then gives his own idea of what a masque 
should be, concluding with the somewhat disparaging words, 
“enough of these toys.” 

Ben Jonson, it will be remembered, had given a dignity 
to such productions before Milton, who may be said to have 
etherealised the masques of former writers, and made of 


Comus more a poem than a play ; for, as the elder D’Israeli 
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observes, Comus is a fine dramatic poem, retaining scarcely 
any of the features of the masque. This is a sufficient 
reference to the period preceding that of Milton—a period 
of which an elaborate account is to be found in Collier’s 
History of the Stage, and other works. It is therefore un- 
necessary to digress further from the subject. In these 
few introductory words I have endeavoured to show the 
origin of that form of entertainment of which, as before 
stated, Comus may be considered the most important. 
There are passages or phrases in this masque in which we 
may trace a similarity to the writings of Chaucer, Spenser, 
in his Fawry Queen; Shakspere, notably in the Tempest : 
and other authors. The plot is also well known to bear a 
strikmg resemblance to a scarce old play by George Peele, 
called “The Old Wives’ Tale, a pleasant conceited comedie, 
played by the Queen’s Majesties’ players, printed at London, 
1595,’in which, among other parallel incidents, are exhibited 
two brothers wandering in quest of their sister, whom an 
enchanter had imprisoned. This magician had learned his 
art from his mother, Merde, as Comus had been instructed 
by his mother, Circe. The brothers call out on the lady’s 
name, and Echo replies. The enchanter had given her a 
potion which suspends the power of reason and superinduces 
oblivion of herself. The brothers afterwards meet with an 
old man, who is also skilled in magic, and by listening to his 
soothsayings they recover their lost sister. From this there 
is much reason to believe that this old drama may have 
furnished Milton with the idea and plan of Comus, the points 
of resemblance traced by Warton being even stronger than 
those which have just been pointed out. Again,from Fletcher's 
Faithful Shepherdess and Browne’s Inner Temple Masque, it 
is asserted that Milton may have taken some hints, as well as 
from the old English Apuleius, and it has been conjectured 
also that he framed Comus very much upon the episode of 
Circe in Homer’s Odyssey, whilst another ingenious annotator 
contends that it is rather taken from the Comus of Erycius 
Puteanus, a tract published at Oxford, in 1634, the very 
year Milton’s Comus was written. Be this as it may, and 
to whatever extent Milton may have been indebted either 
to the ancient writers or to those of his own time, it cannot 
be questioned that he has interwoven many new allusions 
and refined sentiments ; and it has been well remarked that 
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his contemporaries can derive but little triumph from his 
admitting their images or expressions, his imitations being 
so generally adorned with new modes of sentiment or 
phraseology that they lose the nature of borrowings, and 
display the skill and originality of a master. Sir Egerton 
Brydges, in his life of Milton, observes that “Comus is 
the invention of a beautiful fable, enriched with shadowy 
beings and visionary delights ; every line and every word 1s 
pure poetry, and the sentiments are as exquisite as the 
images. It is a composition which no pen but Milton's 
could have produced ; though Shakspere could have written 
many parts of it, yet with less regularity, and of course less 
philosophical thought and learning, less profundity and 
solemnity, but perhaps with more buoyancy and transparent 
flow.” The obligation of Pope to Milton has been recognised, 
and Warton calls him the first writer of eminence who 
copied Comus. Having alluded to the various sources 
from which Milton (then in his twenty-sixth year) is said to 
have obtained his plot, or at least some valuable suggestion, 
there yet remains the story for which Oldys is the earliest 
known authority, that Lord Brackley, then aged twelve 
(who performed the part of the elder brother, and was the 
eldest surviving son of the Karl of Bridgewater), accom- 
panied by the Honourable Thomas Egerton (who enacted 
the second brother), with their sister, the Lady Alice (who 
could not have been at that time more than thirteen, and 
who acted the lady), were on their way to Ludlow from the 
house of some relatives in Herefordshire, when they rested 
on their journey, and were benighted in Haywood Forest ; 
and this incident (the Lady Alice having been even lost for 
a short time) furnished, it is thought, the subject of Comus 
as the Michaelmas festivity, which was acted in the great 
hall of the Castle, the occasion being the installation of the 
Earl as president over the March of Wales, to which office 
he was nominated in 1631, but did not proceed to his official 
duties until some two years later. ‘The early edition, a 
small quarto of thirty-five pages, was simply entitled “A 
Masque presented at Ludlow Castle, 1634, on Michaelmas 
night, before the Right Honourable John Earl of Bridge- 
water, Viscount Brackley, Lord President of Wales, and one 
of his Majesties most honourable Privie Counsill, ete. 
London. Printed for Humphrey Robinson, at the signe of 
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the Three Pidgeons, in Paul’s Churchyard, 1637.” The 
names of the principal actors appear at the end of this 
edition. ‘The songs were set to music by Mr. Henry Lawes, 
gentleman of the King’s chapel, and “one of his Majesty’s 
private musick,” who taught music in Lord Bridgewater's 
family, and was acquainted with the best. poets, and the 
most respectable and popular of the nobility of his time. 
Henry Lawes was the son of Thomas Lawes, a vicar-choral 
of Salisbury Cathedral. 

The Lady Alice, who excelled in singing, was a pupil of 
Lawes; and to her was allotted the song of Echo. Lawes 
performed the part of the attendant spirit, and undertook the 
general management of the masque. It is not known who 
were the original representatives of the parts of Comus and 
Sabrina. Lawes dedicates the first edition to the Earl of 
Bridgewater, on the title-page of which Milton’s name does not 
appear. The masque did not bear his name until 1645, and 
this dedication was omitted in the edition printed under the 
poet’s own inspection in 1673, but as it has been retained 
in modern editions, it is needless to do more than allude to 
it. Between the year 1637 and 1697 as many as twenty- 
seven editions have been enumerated, and it is presumed 
that others existed; and Comus, as well as Milton’s other 
poetical works, has several times been translated into Greek, 
Latin, French, Italian, and various other languages. 

Entertainments of this kind having been discouraged, 
Comus was the delight of comparatively few until 1738, 
when it was produced, with judicious alterations, at Drury 
Lane Theatre, divided into three acts, and adapted to the 
stage by Dr. Dalton, Prebendary of Worcester, Lawes’ music 
being rejected, and new accompaniments composed for the 
occasion by Dr. Arne, in which form it was received many 
nights with most enthusiastic applause. It was subsequently 
(1773) reduced into two acts by George Colman, and per- 
formed at Covent Garden, since which period it has been 
repeatedly presented on the stage, and was revived as 
recently as two years ago at Drury Lane. It is worthy of 
note that in 1750 it was acted and published for the benefit 
of Milton’s grand-daughter, who kept a chandler’s shop, an 
occasional prologue being written by Dr. Johnson, and 
spoken by Garrick. 


In addition to the particulars here given, it may be stated 
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that it ig surmised that Milton produced Comus under his 
father’s roof, at Horton, near Colnbrook, in Buckinghamshire, 
where the poet went to reside after leaving Cambridge, and 
where his father had retired from practice on a competent 
fortune, holding his house under the Harls of Bridgewater, 
which may possibly have been young Mailton’s introduction 
to that noble family, certainly before he had become a de- 
cided republican. Buckinghamshire, rather than Shropshire, 
may therefore have been his residence when he wrote Comus, 
as was the case with the Allegro and Penseroso, and there 
is no evidence to prove that Milton was even present at 
Ludlow Castle during the representation of his work, though 
it has been thought that the general theme of Milton’s 
poem was chosen to rebuke the excesses of the inhabitants 
of that town, which, as far as my own experience goes, do 
not exist at the present time, except, perhaps, an excess of 
hospitality. 

Comus groups itself, in point of time, with four of Milton’s 
other compositions, namely the Sonnet to the Nightingale,the 
Allegro and Penseroso, and the Arcades, which latter is also 
in the character of a masque, but fragmentary, and consti- 
tuting only part of an entertainment. It is to be inferred 
that Comus was the last of the group. A masque by Shirley 
was given by the members of the four Inns of Court, at the 
Banqueting House of Whitehall, in the presence of their 
Majesties, in February, 1634, the same year in which Mil- 
ton’s work was produced, the brilliant success of which 
caused this species of entertainment to come into fashion in 
courtly circles. In a masque by Carew, also before the pro- 
duction of Comus, it is interesting to note that the juvenile 
parts were allotted to Viscount Brackley and Mr. Thomas 
Egerton, and the decorations were by Inigo Jones. It is 
not known whether Milton had witnessed the masks that 
created a sensation in the early part of the year in which 
his own was produced ; although, as he occasionally made 
journeys to London to improve his study of music, and his 
friend, Henry Lawes was engaged to furnish the music both 
to Shirley and Carew’s masques, which according to White- 
lock “excelled any music that before that time had been held 
in England,” it is considered probable that Milton may have, 
at any rate, attended some rehearsals of the Inns of Court 
entertainment. 
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To those who would make themselves acquainted with 
all known particulars of Milton and his works, I would re- 
commend a careful perusal of Mr. David Masson’s life of the 
poet. I may also refer to Mr. Thomas Wright’s very in- 
teresting and charming “Ludlow Sketch,” one chapter of 
which is devoted to a description of the scene of Comus ; 
and those who may choose to speculate upon events in con- 
nection with this subject will be entertained, if not edified, 
by glancing over the pages of a shadowy romanesque lately 
published, which gives a purely ideal correspondence be- 
tween Milton, Lawes, and some members of the Bridgewater 
family, descriptive of that which may have some method in 
the wildness of the notion, but which assuredly leaves a very 
wide margin at the discretion of the reader. 

The object of this paper has been merely to gather and 
condense from various sources some already well known 
facts in reference to the production of Comus. Their reca- 
pitulation, I trust, will not be so devoid of interest as to 


have wearied my readers, many of whom, I do not doubt, 
have visited 


‘““The perplexed paths of this drear wood, 
The nodding horror of whose shady brows 
Threats the forlorn and wandering passenger”; 


in which spot, mindful of Lady Alice, they may, perchance, 
have lost their 


... unacquainted feet 
In the blind mazes of this tangled wood”; 


and where the lady adds— 


‘My brothers, when they saw me wearied out 
With this long way, resolving here to lodge 
Under the spreading favour of these pines, 

Stept, as they said, to the next thicket side 

To bring me berries, or such cooling fruit 

As the kind, hospitable woods provide. 

They left me then, when the gray-hooded even, 
Like a sad votarist in palmer’s weeds, 

Rose from the hindmost wheels of Phcebus’ wain ; 
But where they are, and why they came not back, 
Is now the labour of my thoughts.” 


We would there picture to ourselves “the tufted grove” 
over which “a sable cloud turned forth her silvery ling on 
the night,” and we would note “the prosperous growth of 
this tall wood.” We would point to that which may or 
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may not have been the identical “grassy turf,” on which 
the lady was “left weary”; we could explore 


“Hach lane and every alley green, 
Dingle or bushy dell of this wild wood, 
And every bosky bourn from side to side’; 


and “in. this close dungeon of innumerous boughs” we might 
“lean ’gainst the rugged bark of some broad elm,” and so 
conjure up the stately palace, where— 


“Tmmur’d in cypress shades a sorcerer dwells, 
Of Bacchus and of Circe born, great Comus.”’ . 
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Mr. anp Mrs. CHARLES KEAN 


HAVE KINDLY CONSENTED TO GIVE READINGS 
AND RECITATIONS FROM 
SHAKESPEARE AND OTHER ENGLISH POETS, 
ON FRIDAY EVENING, JUNE 26ru, 1863. 
FOR THE BENEFIT OF 


THE SHAKESPEARE FUND. 
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THIS WILL BE THEIR FIRST AND ONLY READING IN LONDON, AND THEIR 
LAST PUBLIC APPEARANCE IN ENGLAND, PRIOR TO 


THEIR DEPARTURE FOR AUSTRALIA, 


MS 
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PART FIRST. 


Mr. ann Mrs. CHARLES KEAN 


WILL READ SELECT SCENES 
FROM SHAKESPEARE’S HISTORICAL PLAY OF 


KING JOHN. 
After the Reading a pause of ten minutes. 
RUTYCA 


PART SECOND. 


RECITATIONS. 


Proresson Avtoun’s “ Ewvecution of Montrose,” Mr. O. KEan. 


Hoon’s “ Bridge of Sighs,’ . . + + + + + Mrs. C. Kuan. 


Lorp Macavtay’s “ Horatius Oocles,” (abridged) Mr. C. Kuan. 


ARK 


*.* Tt is earnestly requested that all those intending to be present will 
enter the room before the hour of commencement, so as to avoid interrup- 
tion; and that if any portion of the company should be under the necessity 
of leaving before the close of the Reading, they will avail themselves of the 
opportunity afforded between the Poems, when Mr. and Mrs. Kuan retire 


for a few minutes. 
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> complish the following objects,—1. The purchase 
9% of the Gardens of Shakespeare at New Place.— 


2. The purchase of the remainder of the Birth- 
Place Estate. —3. The purchase of Anne Hathaway's Cottage, 
with an endowment for a custodian.—4. The purchase of Geiley’s 
Copyhold, Stratford-on-Avon.—5. The purchase of any other 
properties, at or near Stratford-on-Avon, that either formerly 
belonged to Shakespeare, or are intimately connected with the 
memories of his life.—6. The calendering and preservation of 
those records at Stratford-on-Avon which illustrate the Poet’s 
life, or the social life and history of Stratford-on-Avon in his 
time.—And 7. The erection and endowment of a Shakespeare 
Library and Museum at Stratford-on-Avon. 

During the short time that the Fund has been in existence, 
great progress has been made towards securing the accomplish- 
ment of its first object,—the preservation of the site and gar- 
dens of New Place. In fact, the entire property has been 
secured with the exception of the plot marked C in the plan at 
p- 13, upon which plot stands a large ugly brick structure, called 
the Theatre, but used chiefly for the County Courts, and only 
occasionally for theatrical or other entertainments. ‘The Theatre 
is offered by the proprietors for the sum of £1100, and it is 
estimated that upwards of £1000 will be required to fence the 
gardens, and place them in proper order for the use of the public, 


THE SHAKESPEARE FUND. 


including a memorial to be erected at New Place to record the 
names of the principal donors. Thus the sum of £2100 is re- 
quired before the first great object of the Fund can be satis- 
factorily accomplished; and further progress is now arrested 
until more money is received. 

he amount already subscribed, although a small portion only 
of what will ultimately be required, cannot but be regarded as 
a satisfactory evidence of the interest taken in the matter by 
the public. It has been collected at a most unfavourable time, 
at a period when the public mind has been engrossed by foreign 
war and domestic calamities. Of ultimate success—unless, in- 
indeed, the reverence of the English people for the memory of 
their national poet is a mockery and delusion—no reasonable 
doubt can be entertained. 

The fulfilment of the Poet’s last and dearest wish, it is 
pleasing to think, is involved in the accomplishment of this 
design. It clearly appears from Shakespeare’s will that his 
chief object was to found a family estate, with strict entail. His 
estates were scattered after the second generation. Now, after 
the lapse of three centuries, it is in our power, should proper 
means be forthcoming, to gather them again together, and to 
entail them upon the People of England, who, to use the words 
of Mr. Knight, shall become their possessors and their “ heirs 
for ever.” 

Some other of the objects of the Fund are also in a fair state 
of progress. The voluminous ancient records of Stratford, con- 
sisting of about ten thousand separate documents, have been 
carefully repaired and bound, and a descriptive calendar con- 
taining an account of every record is nearly completed. In 
addition to this, the formation of a Shakespeare Library and 
Museum has been commenced in that portion of the Birth-Place 
which was formerly the Swan and Maidenhead. Numerous 
articles of great value are already deposited in this Museum, 
including the extremely valuable Shakespearian Collections of 
the late R. B. Wheler, Esq., generously presented by his sur- 
Viving sister. 
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SUBSCRIBERS TO THE FUND. 11 
d. 
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Samuel Whitfield, Esq. . 

Rev. S. Bache 

Henry Hawkes, Esq. 
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Professor Johnson : A , : . 
Thomas Standbridge, eee ; : ‘ : 
Rev. J.J. Brown . 2 : ; : 
Mr. John Mitchell . ‘ , : 


William Fowler, Esq., jun. 

William Westley, Esq. 

William Hawkes, Esq. 

Mr. Benjamin Robins 

Mr. C. Woodward, jun. . 

Councellor R. Smith : ‘ : A : ‘ : 
Mr. William Greenway . . : : : : : . 
Rev. W. R. Smith : ; : : : ; i : 
Mr. Charles Bridges 

M. P. W. Boulton, Esq. 

William Lucy, Esq. . 

Mr. Cabel Lawden 

Mr. J. W. Hornblower . . 

Dr. Rodington ° ° : . 

Mr. John Gilbert . 

Dr. Evans. : ; A : : A ° 

Rk. L. Chance, Esq. 

Jesse Bartleet, Esq. : ? ; : 

HE. Bartleet, Esq. . . : . R . : : 
Thomas Avery, Esq.. . - : : . : ° 
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W.H. Avery, Esq. 

Tho. 8. Stock, Esq. : 
Henry Van Wart, Esq. . : 
Mr. William Powell - 
Mr. Joseph Warden : 
Mr. Joseph Smallwood . : 
F. J. Welch, Esq. 

Mr. J. 8. Manton 


Mr. Joseph Timmins. , 
George Dawson, Esq. . 
Mr. Ball 4 : 


Mr. W. Harvis 

Mr. R. Harvis : 

Mr. J. A. Langford 

Proceeds of an Amateur Concert, Birmingham 
Monsieur Laffitte. 

George Wright, Esq., F. S. A., ‘and Mrs. Ww right 
E. Holland, “Esq. M.P, 3 

Richard Cockerton, Esq. 4 ° . : 
Samuel Heywood, Esq. : : ; ; : 
Rey. Charles Howes - ; : 

J. Flower Jackson, Esq. ° ° 
Edmund H. Miller, Esq., New York 

H. M. Beck, Esq. . ; 

Robert White, Esq. 

J. Wigglesworth, Esq. 

C. K. Probert, Esq. 

Mr. F. P. Parke 

Proceeds of Mr. Dillon Croker’ s Entertainment 
Mr. Robert Gibbs. 

The Ven. Archdeacon Bissett ~. 

W.5S. Welsh, Esq. 

Lady Molyneux 

In Memoriam , 3 

Miss West, 

H. Hucks Gibbs, Esq. P third donation 

Thomas Stephens, Esq. : 

T. F. Dillon Croker, Esq. - 

The same, collected in penny subscr iptions 

H. Hucks Gibbs, Esq., fourth donation 

W. O,. Hunt, Esq., second donation : ° 
Henry Beck, Esq. . : : . . . 
Sale of MSS. presented |. : 5 
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SUBSCRIBERS TO THE FUND. 
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AUDITORS OF THE ACCOUNTS. 


F. W. Cosrens, Esa. 

D. O. Epwarps, Esa., M. D. 
Freperic Ouvry, Esq., F.S. A. 
Crcit H. Russewz, Esa. 

H. B. SuHerrpan, Esq., M. P. 


BENJAMIN WEBSTER, Esa. 


The Auditors are nominated by the leading subscribers to 
the Fund, every person subscribing £100 having the option to 
act himself as an auditor, or to nominate one. The above- 
named gentlemen have been nominated by six of the present 
subscribers, the others declining to appoint. 

On the next page is a copy of the first report of the audi- 
tors. ‘The balance then due to Mr. Halliwell has now been 
discharged by the liberality of the public. Another audit will 
take place as soon as there is a balance in hand of any conside- 


rable amount. 
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REPORT OF THE AUDITORS. 


J. O. Halliwell, Esq., in Account with the Shakespeare Fund. 


Dr, £5 te eh 
To Subscriptions received to 25th of March, 1862 : 2868 10 0 
To Interest returned by Vendors of the Great Garden . the pee ae 
To Balance due to Mr. Halliwell . : (US) sl 


oe (oo eS 


Cr. overs. aed. 
By Purchase of New Place : ; : : . 1400 0 0 
By Interest due to Vendors of ditto : ; ? ; 12 LOU 
By Costs of Conveyance of ditto . : : 5 G1 LR 
By Purchase of Shakespeare’s Great Garden . A sp cUU0 ce) ar 
By Interest due to Vendors of ditto : : : : Coat). it 
By Costs of Conveyance of ditto . : : ; : 39° 7 6 
By Messrs. Whittingham for Printing . : : ; 36 2 0 
By Messrs. Ashbee for Lithographic Circulars : : LO LO 
By Messrs. Waller for Ledgers and Cash-book wy Be te 
By Bankers’ Charges . 07 10 


£3579 9 8 


We have examined the above account, and compared the 
same with the bankers’ book and vouchers, and find the same 


to be correct. Dated this 29th day of March, 1862. 


FE. W. Cosens. 

D. O. Epwarps. 
FREDERIC Ouvry. 
B. WEBSTER. 
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Subscriptions may be paid either at the Western Branch of 


the Bank of England, Burlington Gardens, London, or to 
J..O. Halliwell, Esq., No. 6, St. Mary’s Place, West Bromp- 
ton, near London; if by letter, enclosing crossed cheques on 
any London or country bank. 

To prevent mistakes, it is requested that subscribers will 
ask for receipts, should such not be forwarded within a reason- 


able time after the remittance of subscriptions. 


CHISWICK PRESS :—PRINTED BY WHITTINGHAM AND WILKINS, 
TOOKS COURT, CHANCERY LANE. 
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Chis Anvdenture made the 4th day of July, 1866, 
between THOMAS THOMSON, of Leamington Priors, in 
the County of Warwick, M.D., WILLIAM OAKES HUNT, 

: gentleman, and EDWARD FORDHAM FLOWER, Esq,, 

both of Stratford-upou-Avon, in the said county, of the first 

part, the said THOMAS THOMSON and JOHN PAYNE 

COLLIER, of Maidenhead, in the County of Berks, Esq., of 

the second part, and the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of 

the Borough of Stratford-upon-Avon, of the third part. 
dalberens by Indenture dated on or about the Ist day of 

January, 1848, between William Sheldon and Joseph Slat- 

ter of the first part, Robert Bell Wheler of the second part, 

Klizabeth Izod of the third part, and the said Thomas 

Thomson, William Oakes Hunt, David Rice (since deceased), 

and the said Edward Fordham Flower of the fourth part, 

the hereditaments and premises described in the first sche- 
dule hereto and intended to be hereby granted, were by 
their description of ‘‘ All those four messuages, tenements, 

‘or dwelling-houses, with the hereditaments and premises 

‘thereunto belonging situate and being in Henley Street, 

‘“in the Borough of Stratford-upon-Avon aforesaid, hereto- 

‘‘ fore in the several tenures or occupations of John Martin, 

“William Minshull, Simon Doughty, and William Rhodes ; 

‘since of Edward Lightfoot, Daniel Field, Daniel Hobbis, 

‘and Thomas Rogers; afterwards of William Warrilow, 

“John Malins, Widow Sumner, and John Gibson; and 

“now or lately of Thomas Hewins, Widow Ludlow, Samuel 

“ Russell, and Samuel Steel, and being on the westward 

‘side of and adjoining to and originally forming part of 

‘“‘ Shakespeare’s birthplace,” conveyed and assured unto and 

to the use of the said Thomas Thomson, William Oakes 

Hunt, David Rice, and Edward Fordham Flower, their 

heirs and assigns for ever as joint tenants, and not as 

tenants in common. And tuberous by Indenture dated on 


2 
or about the 27th day of July, 1848, between John Smith 
of the first part, John Court, George Jarrett, and Mary 
Jarrett his wife, and William Court, of the second part, 
and the Right Hon. George William Frederick Howard, 
commonly called Viscount Morpeth (since deceased), Tho- 
mas Amyot (since deceased), the said Thomas Thomson, and 
John Payne Collier, of the third part, the hereditaments 
and premises described in the second schedule hereto and 
intended to be hereby also granted, were by their then descrip- 
tion of “All that messuage, tenement, or dwelling-house 
‘situate in Henley Street, in Stratford-upon-Avon aforesaid, 
“called the Swan and Maidenhead, together with the stables, 
‘“ granary, and other outbuildings thereto belonging, And 
‘also all that other messuage, tenement, or dwelling-house 
“in Henley Street aforesaid, adjoining on the west side to 
“the said first-mentioned house, with the buildings, yards, 
‘gardens, and premises thereto belonging, commonly called 
‘‘ Shakespeare’s House,” conveyed and assured unto and to 
the use of the said Viscount Morpeth, Thomas Amyot, 
Thomas Thomson, and John Payne Collier, their heirs and 
assigns for ever. And whereas by Indenture dated on or 
about the 20th day of September, 1856, between Charles 
Wittman Benny of the first-part, Mary Barke of the second 
part, Henry Barke and Jane Barke of the third part, and 
the said Thomas Thomson, William Oakes Hunt, David 
Rice (since deceased), and Edward Fordham Flower of the 
fourth part, the hereditaments and premises described in 
the third schedule hereto and intended to be hereby also 
grauted, were by their description of “ All that messuage, 
“tenement, or dwelling-house, with yard, garden, granary, 
“and buildings adjoining thereto, together with the build- 
“ings formerly used as a coach-office at the bottom of the 
“garden situate in and near the Henley Street in Stratford- 
“upon-Avon aforesaid, in the said County of Warwick, 
““which said premises were formerly in the tenure or occu- 
“pation of John Keen, then of Susannah Court, since then 
“of George Barke, afterwards of Thomas Deacle Gill, and 
“are now in the occupation of Smith,” conveyed 
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and assured unto and to the use of the said Thomas Thom- 
son, William Oakes Hunt, David Rice, and Edward Ford- 
ham Flower, their heirs and assigns for ever. And lhoreng 
by Indenture dated on or about the 16th day of December, 
1856, between John Warden of the one part, and the said 
Thomas Thomson, William Oakes Hunt, David Rice (since 
deceased), and Edward Fordham Flower of the other part, 
the hereditaments and premises described in the fourth 
schedule hereto and intended to be hereby also granted, 
were by their then description of “ All that piece or parcel 
“of ground fronting a road or street called the Guildpits, 
““whereon a barn formerly stood and upon part whereof 
“stables are erected, situate at the back of certain cottages 
“in Stratford-upon-Avon aforesaid, in a street there called 
“the Henley Street, and adjoining on the north-eastward 
“side to a stable belonging to an Inn called the White 
“ Lion Hotel, and on the south-eastward to the backyard 
“formerly belonging to an inn called the Swan and Maiden- 
“head, but now disused as an inn; all which said premises 
“ contain 3872 square yards, and are particularly delineated 
“and described in the plan endorsed on these presents and 
“coloured yellow,” conveyed and assured unto and to the 
use of the said Thomas Thomson, William Oakes Hunt, 
David Rice, and Edward Fordham Flower, their heirs and 
assigns for ever. And Wwherens by an Indenture dated on or 
about the 24th day of July, 1857, between the said Charles 
Wittman Benny of the first part, the said Mary Barke of 
the second part, the said Henry Barke and Jane Barke of 
the third part, and the said Thomas Thomson, William 
Oakes Hunt, David Rice (since deceased), and Edward 
Fordham Flower of the fourth part, the hereditaments and 
premises described in the fifth schedule hereto and in- 
tended to be hereby also granted, were by their then de- 
scription of “ All that building or tenement formerly a 
“stable, but lately used as the Primitive Methodist Chapel, 
‘‘with the stable, buildings, and yard thereto adjoining and 
“ belonging, situate in the Guildpits in Stratford-upon-Avon 
‘ aforesaid, and adjoining to other premises lately purchased 


“by the said parties hereto of the fourth part from the said 
* Charles Wittman Benny, and which said hereditaments 
“and premises are delineated and further described in the 
“ map or plan thereof drawn in the margin of these presents 
“and thereon coloured pink,’ conveyed and assured unto 
and to the use of the said Thomas Thomson, William 
Oakes Hunt, David Rice, and Edward Fordham Flower, 
their heirs and assigns for ever. And Whereas by an 
Indenture dated on or about the 14th day of October, 1859, 
between the said Wiliam Oakes Hunt and Robert Hiorne 
Hobbes of Stratford-upon-Avon, aforesaid, gentleman, of the 
first part, the said mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the 
second part, and the said Thomas Thomson, William Oakes 
Hunt, David Rice (since deceased), and Edward Fordham 
Flower of the third part, the hereditaments and premises 
described in the sixth schedule hereto and intended to be 
hereby also granted, were by their then description of “ All 
“ that piece of land adjoining the property of the corporation 
‘‘of Stratford-upon-Avon on the south-east, the property 
“belonging to Mr, Charles Edward Flower on the north- 
“ west, in a street called the Guild Street,” conveyed and 
assured unto and to the use of the said Thomas Thomson, 
William Oakes Hunt, David Rice, and Edward Fordham 
Flower, their heirs and assigns for ever. And lwherens the 
said several properties hereinbefore mentioned were pur- 
chased with monies raised for that purpose by public 
subscriptions, and by liberal donations made by the late 
John Shakspeare and-others, with the object of protecting 
and preserving for ever hereafter, as a national monument, 
the birthplace of William Shakespeare. An whereas since 
the said hereditaments and premises comprised in the said 
respective Indentures have been conveyed as aforesaid, 
several of the dwelling-houses and other buildings therein 
described have been taken down, and the sites thereof 
converted into orchard and garden ground ; the said house 
called Shakespeare’s Birthplace has been restored and 
repaired ; the said house called the Swan and Maidenhead 
has been fitted up as a Shakspeare Library and Museum, 
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and a portion of the said buildings so purchased has been 
converted into a residence for a custodian, the several acts 
aforesaid having been done for furthering the object for 
which the said monies raised as aforesaid were given. And 
toberens numerous gifts of books and Shakesperian relics 
have since been made to and are deposited in the said 
house, library, and museum, to be there preserved for ever, 
and the whole form a most interesting and valuable collec- 
tion—the expense of maintaining which is defrayed by 
means of small admission fees paid by visitors thereto. 
Aw Whereas the said parties hereto of the first and second 
parts, considering it expedient for the more effectually 
carrying out of the objects aforesaid that the whole of the 
said property should be placed on a more permanent basis, 
under the controul and management of the official persons 
and others hereinafter named, are desirous of conveying the 
legal estate therein to the said mayor, aldermen, and 
burgesses, in trust for that purpose. Aol {| his Indenture 
tuttnesseth that in pursuance of such eee the said Thomas 
Thomson, William Oakes Hunt, and. Edward Fordham 
Flower, hereby grant unto the a mayor, aldermen, and 
burgesses, and their successors, the hereditaments described 
in the first, third, fourth, fifth, and sixth schedules hereto, 
with the appurtenances to the same respectively belonging, 
and the said Thomas Thomson and John Payne Collier 
hereby grant unto the said mayor, aldermen, and burgesses, 
and their successors, the hereditaments described in the 
recited- Indenture of the 27th day of July, 1848, which 
hereditaments are now known by the description contained 
in the second schedule hereto with the appurtenances, @g 
bold the same and every part thereof, with their respective 
appurtenances, u unto the said mayor, aldermen, and bur- 
gesses, and their successors, upon the trusts and subject to 
the conditions hereinafter mentioned, that is to say, avon 
Trust, to permit the Lord Lieutenant of the County of 
WwW aewiok for the time being, the High Steward of the 
Borough of Stratford-upon-Avon for the time being, the 
mayor of the said borough for the time being, the aldermen 
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of the said borough for the time being, the justices of the 
peace for the said borough for the time being, the town 
clerk of the said borough for the time being, the vicar of 
the parish of Stratford-upon-Avon for the time being, the 
head master of the Free Grammar School at Stratford- 
upon-Avon for the time being, and the said Thomas 
Thomson, John Payne Collier, Charles Holte Bracebridge, 
of Atherstone Hall, in the County of Warwick, Esquire, 
James Orchard Halliwell, of No. 6, St. Mary’s Place, West 
Brompton, in the County of Middlesex, Esquire, the said 
William Oakes Hunt, Edward Fordham Flower, and Robert 
Hiorne Hobbes, John Atkinson, second master of the said 
grammar school, and every other person who shall hereafter 
become a donor to the said house, library, and museum, to 
the value of £100 and upwards, or who shall hereafter be 
elected a member as hereinafter mentioned during their 
respective lives, to have the controul and management of 
the said properties, and particularly for this purpose, to have 
power from time to time to make such rules and regula- 
tions for the government, protection, and preservation of 
the said house, library, and museum, and the grounds and 
appurtenances thereto, and the protection and preservation 
of the books and articles therein, as they, the said trustees, 
or a majority of them assembled at any meeting duly 
convened, consisting of not less than five members, shall 
from time to time think proper, and from time to time in 
hike manner to alter or annul any such rules as they may 
think proper, and also at any such meeting to appoint or 
remove a custodian, but so that in the controul and 
management of the said properties, and in framing such 
rules and regulations, the said trustees shall always have 
regard to the object for which the said properties were 
purchased, and shall not allow the same or any part thereof 
to be used for any purpose inconsistent with such object. 
Alrobvided wltoys that on the death or retirement of any 
trustee not being a trustee by virtue of his office, it shall be 
incumbent on the said trustees, or a majority of them 
assembled at any meeting duly convened, at which five 
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members at least shall be present, to appoint by minute in 
writing, to be entered on the minutes of such meeting, any 
fit person to supply the place of any such trustee so dying or 
retiring. an (itness whereof the said parties to these 
presents have hereunto set their hands and seals, the day 
and year first above written. 
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Dated July 4th, 1866. 


Dr. THOMAS THOMSON, M.D. 
JOHN PAYNE COLLIER, Esgq., 


and others, 
TO 


The MAYOR, ALDERMEN, and 
BURGESSES of the Borough of 
Stratford-upon-Ayon. 


Conveyance of Shakspeare’s Birth- 
place and Garden, and other premises 
adjoining in Henley Street, in trust 
for the preservation and management 
thereof, and of the Library and 
Museum established there. 
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